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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are pending in this application and presented for examination. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are presently amended. 

3. Claims 4 and 9 are cancelled. 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office Action. 

2. Below, Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art(s) of 
record in the body of this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations 
within the individual claims, other passages and figures may apply as well. Applicant should 
consider the entire prior art as applicable as to the limitations of the claims. It is respectfully 
requested from the applicant, in preparing the response, to consider fully each reference in its 
entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the 
passage as taught by the prior arts or disclosed by the examiner. 

Response to Amendment 

4. The objections to claims 2-9 due to the informality of non-idiomatic English are 
withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 6 February 2007, have been fully considered but they are not 
fully persuasive. 

6. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
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obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicants disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1 392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

7. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teathings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, motivation for the rejections is found both in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art and in the cited references, 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 1 and 6 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. The rejections of claims 2, 3, 5, 7, and 8 under 35 U.S.C. 103, are maintained. These 
rejections are maintained because the amendments neither overcome the rejections nor 
necessitate citation of additional prior art references. 

Objection to the Specification 

10. The amendment filed 6 February 2007, is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment shall 
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introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: 

11. In the original disclosure, the mandatory access control policy (MAC) was applied to the 
secure operating systems (OSs) {see Abstract and original specification). As amended, applicant 
seeks to apply a MAC "to the trusted channel" (p. 4 11. 24-25). Applicant is required to cancel 
the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



Objection to the Claims 

12. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: an antecedent is apparently 
lacking in phrase "[a] data reception side comprising" (page 1 11. 18 of marked up claims). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. Claim 1, as amended, is rejected under 35 ILS.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 6,076,168 to William Alton Fiveash et al (hereinafter "Fiveash") in view of U.S. 
Patent 5,937,159 to William J. Meyers et al (hereinafter "Meyers")? further in view of S. 
Kent, BBN Corp., "Security Architecture for the Internet Protocol, Request for 
Comments: 2401", November 1998, (hereinafter "RFC 2401"). 
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14. Regarding (currently amended) claim 1, Fiveash discloses an apparatus for providing a 
trusted channel among operating systems to which a mandatory access control (MAC) policy is 
applied (column 2 lines 50-51 internet protocol security system), the apparatus comprising: 

a data transmission side comprising: 

a kernel memory (column 5 line 45 "kernel") 

for specifying host addresses to which the trusted channel is to be applied 
(column 5 lines 43-47 "reading the description of the tunnel . . . and inserting] it 
into a kernel for use by IP traffic," the description includes the destination 
address) and 

providing an encryption key for encryption of a packet (column 5 line 47 
"encryption algorithm") and 

an authentication key for generation of authentication data (column 5 lines 46-47 
"authentication algorithm"); and 

a trusted channel sub system (Figure 1 and column 2 lines 51-53 "an IP stack 1 10, a filter 
module 120, a tunnel module 130") 

that determines, based upon MAC information from the MAC module and the 
host addresses to which a trusted channel is to be applied from the kernel 
memory, whether to apply the trusted channel, to user data to be transmitted to IP 
layer (column 2 lines 58-60 "Filter module 120 and tunnel module 130 contain all 
the filter rules and tunnel definitions, respectively, used by the host system"); 
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creating a trusted channel header (column 3 lines 15-18 "If the data is to be 
encrypted and should be authenticated by the remote host, it is encrypted and the 
headers ESP and AH added before it is passed to the network"); 

encrypting a specific portion of the packet (column 1 lines 50-56 "When defining 
a tunnel, a user can choose to encapsulate the entire data packet including IP 
headers or just the data itself . . . Encapsulation of only the data is ordinarily 
done when a trusted network is used."); 

storing the authentication data in the trusted channel header (column 3 lines 15-18 
"If the data is to be encrypted and should be authenticated by the remote host, it is 
encrypted and the headers ESP and AH added before it is passed to the network); 
and 

transmitting the packet through a network (column 3 lines 17-18 "it [the packet] is 
passed to the network"); and 

[a] data reception side comprising: 

a trusted channel sub system (column 2 lines 51-53 "an IP stack 1 10, a filter module 120, 
a tunnel module 130") 

operable to determine whether the trusted channel is applied (column 2 lines 63- 
66 "it is determined whether the data packet is encrypted and/or whether 
authentication is required. If so, the data packet is decrypted and/or 
authenticated"); 
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to retrieve the authentication data in the trusted channel header (column 2 lines 
65-66 "If [authentication is required], the data packet is . . . authenticated"); 

to decrypt the packet if the authentication data is valid (column 2 lines 63-67 and 
column 3 line 1 "If [the data packet is encrypted and/or authentication is required] 
the data packet is decrypted and/or authenticated . . . Then it is determined 
whether authentication or decryption of the packet has failed ... If yes, the packet 
is dropped"); 

to conduct trusted channel header processings (column 3 lines 35-37 "Rules 2 and 
3 are used to allow processing of AH and ESP headers, respectively"); and 

to transfer the packet to an upper level by following a routine for delivering the 
packet to an input processing section of the upper level to thereby provide the 
packet to a user on the data reception side (column 3 lines 5-6 "the data packet is 
passed to the application layer"); and 

a kernel memory configured to provide an authentication key to authenticate the packet 
and an encryption key to decrypt the packet (column 5 line 45 "kernel"); 

wherein the trusted channel header comprises authentication data operable to guarantee 
an integrity of the encrypted data (column 1 line 43 "authentication header"). 

Fiveash does not explicitly disclose secure operating systems (OSs), a MAC module for 
providing MAC information of a user on a data transmission side, an initial vector for the 
decryption of the encrypted data, a next protocol field for a correct upper protocol processing, a 
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header length for identifying a length of the header, a padding length for indicating a length of 
padding used for data encryption; and a MAC security class and a MAC category for delivering 
the MAC information of the user. 

Meyers teaches a secure operating system (OS) (column 2 line 65). Meyers further 
teaches a MAC module for providing MAC information of a user on a data transmission side 
(column 6 lines 9-10 "MAC . . . controls a subject's access to information and objects")- Meyers 
discloses a MAC security class and a MAC category for delivering the MAC information of the 
user (column 6 lines 20-25 "MAC label — a label placed on subjects ... in order to enforce the 
MAC policy. The label consists of a hierarchical component (classification of information 
sensitivity) and one or more categories (unrelated groups of users) following the syntax: 
hierarchy: (category 1, category2 . ..)"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Fiveash with the secure operating systems and MAC information taught by 
Meyers to automate the creation of a tunnel between secure operating systems based on user 
status (see Fiveash col. 1-2 11. 57-6 and Meyers col. 2 11. 5-8, 14-18 and 26-29). 

Fiveash and Meyers fail to disclose an initial vector for the decryption of the encrypted 
data, a next protocol field for a correct upper protocol processing, a header length for identifying 
a length of the header, a padding length for indicating a length of padding used for data 
encryption. 

RFC 2401 discloses an initial vector for the decryption of the encrypted data (page 15 
paragraph 2 "IV," being the standard abbreviation of initialization vector), a next protocol field 
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for a correct upper protocol processing (page 18 paragraph 3 "IPv4 "Protocol" or the IPv6 "Next 
Header" fields"), and a header length for identifying a length of the header, (page 31 paragraph 
10 "header length"); a padding length for indicating a length of padding used for data encryption 
(page 10-11 paragraphs 6-1 "padding also can be invoked"). 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to refer to 
RFC 2401 to determine the standards for the state of the art in order to insure interoperability for 
security systems. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Fiveash and Meyers with the protocol of RFC 2401 
to insure interoperability for security systems (see RFC 2401, "2.1 Goals / Objectives / 
Requirements / Problem Description). 

15. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Fiveash, Meyers and RFC 2401, and further in view of S. Kent, BBN Corp., 
"IP Encapsulating Security Payload (ESP), Request for Comments: 2406", November 1998, 
(hereinafter "RFC 2406"). 

16. Regarding (currently amended) claim 6, Fiveash discloses a method for providing a 
trusted channel among operating systems (OSs) (column 2 lines 50-51 internet protocol security 
system), including 

a trusted channel sub system (Figure 1 and column 2 lines 51-53 "an IP stack 1 10, a filter 
module 120, a tunnel module 130"), a kernel memory on each of a data transmission side 
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(column 5 lines 45 "kernel") and a data reception side (column 5 lines 30-32 "Both 
generated keys and specified keys are saved in the tunnel database") and 
the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) applying a trusted channel to a user provided packet to be transmitted to the IP 
layer, based upon the execution of a packet output routine of an Internet Protocol 
(IP) layer (column 2 lines 58-60 "Filter module 120 and tunnel module 130 
contain all the filter rules and tunnel definitions, respectively, used by the host 
system") that searches the kernel memory on the data transmission side (column 5 
lines 43-47 "tunnel database . . . reading the description of the tunnel . . . and 
inserting] it into a kernel for use by IP traffic," the description includes the 
destination address); 

(b) creating a trusted channel header for storing a MAC security class and a MAC 
category of the user if the trusted channel is applied in step (a) (column 3 lines 15- 
1 8 "If the data is to be encrypted and should be authenticated by the remote host, 
it is encrypted and the headers ESP and AH added before it is passed to the 
network"); 

(c) encrypting all areas of the trusted channel header excluding authentication 
data and an initial vector (column 1 lines 50-56 "When defining a tunnel, a user 
can choose to encapsulate the entire data packet including IP headers or just the 
data itself. . . . Encapsulation of only the data is ordinarily done when a trusted 
network is used"); 
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generating authentication information for validating the packet (column 3 lines 
15-18 "If the data is to be encrypted and should be authenticated by the remote 
host, it is encrypted and the headers ESP and AH added before it is passed to the 
network"); and 

storing the authentication information in the trusted channel header (column 3 
lines 15-18 "If the data is to be encrypted and should be authenticated by the 
remote host, it is encrypted and the headers ESP and AH added before it is passed 
to the network"); 

(d) conducting a checksum processing (column 1 lines 40-41 "checksum 
function") and a fragmentation processing (column 3 line 31 "Fragment_control") 
of the packet and providing the packet to the trusted channel sub system on the 
data reception side through a network by following a lower level output routine 
(Figures 1 and 3 column 3 lines 10-11 and 17-18 "data packet is moved to the IP 
stack ... it is passed to the network"); 

(e) reassembling (column 3 line 3 1 "Fragment_control") and checksum 
processing (column 1 lines 40-41 "checksum function"), at a reception side IP 
input processing unit (column 3 lines 65-67 "defining the tunnel including 
associated filter rules on one end, creating a matching definition on the other end 
and activating the tunnel and filter rules on both ends") the packet received at the 
trusted channel sub system on the data reception side through the network and 
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(f) retrieving the authentication data in the trusted channel header before 
decrypting the packet if it is found in the step (e) that the trusted channel is 
applied to the packet (column 2 lines 63-66 "it is determined whether the data 
packet is encrypted and/or whether authentication is required. If so, the data 
packet is decrypted and/or authenticated"); and 

decrypting the packet if the authentication data is valid while discarding the 
packet if the authentication data is not valid (column 2 lines 63-67 and column 3 
line 1 "If [the data packet is encrypted and/or authentication is required] the data 
packet is decrypted and/or authenticated . . . Then it is determined whether 
authentication or decryption of the packet has failed ... If yes, the packet is 
dropped"); and 

(g) transferring the decrypted packet to an upper level by following a routine for 
delivering the packet to an input processing section of an upper level to thereby 
provide the packet to a user on the data reception side (column 3 lines 5-6 "the 
data packet is passed to the application layer"); 

Fiveash does not explicitly disclose secure operating systems (OSs), searching a MAC 
module, or the trusted channel header including a 128-bit authentication data field containing the 
authentication information for the encrypted packet, a 64-bit initial vector field used as 
encryption synchronization data of an encryption algorithm, a 8-bit next header field identifying 
an upper level protocol of IP, a 4-bit trusted channel header length filed indicating a length in 
bytes of the trusted channel header, a 4-bit padding length field designating a length in bytes of a 
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padding used for the encryption of the packet, and a 16-bit MAC security class filed and a 64-bit 
MAC category field showing MAC information of the user who requests the communication. 

Meyers teaches a secure operating system (OS) (column 2 line 65). Meyers further 
teaches a MAC module for providing MAC information of a user on a data transmission side 
(column 6 lines 9-10 "MAC . . . controls a subject's access to information and objects"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Fiveash with the secure operating systems and MAC information taught by 
Meyers to automate the creation of a tunnel between secure operating systems based on user 
status (see Fiveash col. 1-2 11. 57-6 and Meyers col. 2 11. 5-8, 14-18 and 26-29). 

Fiveash and Meyers do not explicitly disclose determining whether the trusted channel is 
applied to the packet by examining a next protocol field of an IP header in order to decrypt the 
packet. However, to do so is taught by RFC 2401 (page 33 paragraph 4 "Each inbound IP 
datagram to which EPsec processing will be applied is identified by the appearance of the AH or 
ESP values in the EP Next Protocol field"). 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to refer to 
RFC 2401 to determine the standards for the state of the art in order to insure interoperability for 
security systems. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Fiveash and Meyers with the protocol of RFC 2401 
to insure interoperability for security systems (see RFC 2401, "2.1 Goals / Objectives / 
Requirements / Problem Description). 



Application/Control Number: 10/693,882 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2132 

Fiveash, Meyers, and RFC 2401 do not disclose a trusted channel header including a 128- 
bit authentication data field containing the authentication information for the encrypted packet, a 
64-bit initial vector field used as encryption synchronization data of an encryption algorithm, a 
8-bit next header field identifying an upper level protocol of IP, a 4-bit trusted channel header 
length field indicating a length in bytes of the trusted channel header, a 4-bit padding length field 
designating a length in bytes of a padding used for the encryption of the packet, and a 16-bit 
MAC class field and a 64-bit MAC category field showing MAC information of the user who 
requests the communication. 

However, RFC 2406 teaches a secure packet format including an authentication field of 
variable length (page 7 paragraph 7), including an initialization vector in a variable-length 
payload field for encryption synchronization (page 5 paragraph 3), an 8-bit next header field 
identifying an upper layer protocol (page 7 paragraph 5), and an 8-bit pad length field indicating 
the number of pad bytes (page 7 paragraph 3). 

Although RFC 2406 does not disclose a 4-bit trusted channel header length field, the pad 
length field being 4-bits, or a 16-bit MAC class field and a 64-bit MAC category field, it would 
be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to use 4 bits of the 8-bit pad 
length field as a trusted channel header length field because the pad length and next header fields 
are to be right aligned in a 4-byte word so that the authentication field is aligned on a 4-byte 
boundary (page 6 paragraph 1). Doing so would facilitate the receiver efficiently processing the 
packet. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to split the pad length field between trusted channel header length and pad length fields to 
achieve more efficient packet processing. 

The authentication field of RFC 2406 includes an integrity check value of varying length 
requiring specification of the comparison rules and processing steps for validation (page 7 
paragraph 7). Additionally, one skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have known 
that packet headers may have additional fields added and segmented as desired. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to specify the MAC class field and MAC category fields as part of the integrity check to validate 
that the user appearing to request the communication was indeed the sending user. 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to refer to 
RFC 2406 to determine the standards for the state of the art in order to insure interoperability for 
security systems. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Fiveash, Meyers and RFC 2401 with the header 
format of RFC 2406 in order to use header structure to accomplish end to end security (see RFC 
2406, page 2 paragraph 1). 

Repeated Claim Rejections 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

17. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiveash and 
Meyers further in view of U.S. Patent 5,983,350 to Spence Minear et al (hereinafter 
"Minear"). 
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18. Regarding claim 2, Fiveash discloses application of the trusted channel being determined 
upon data transmission, if two requirements are satisfied: (column 5 lines 26-27 "A minimum set 
of parameters are necessary to identify a tunnel"). Meyers discloses that the user should have a 
MAC security class (column 6 lines 21-25 "The label consists of a hierarchical component 
(classification of information sensitivity) and one or more categories (unrelated groups of users) 
following the syntax: hierarchy: (category 1, category2 . . . )"). 

Fiveash and Meyers do not disclose the packet's destination address corresponding to one 
of the host addresses to which the trusted channel is applied. Minear teaches a destination 
address of the packet corresponding to one of the host addresses to which the trusted channel is 
applied (column 4 lines 31-33 "the sending firewall uses the . . . Destination Address to select an 
appropriate Security Association"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the minimum parameters of Fiveash and MAC labels of Meyers with 
Minear 5 s use of destination address to determine when a secure communication mode is 
necessary. 

19. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiveash, 
Meyers and Minear further in view of RFC 2401. 

20. Regarding claim 3, Fiveash, Meyers and Minear do not disclose application of the trusted 
channel being investigated, in case of data reception, by checking whether the next protocol field 
of the IP header of the packet represents the trusted channel header. 



Application/Control Number: 10/693,882 Page 17 . 

Art Unit: 2132 

However, RFC 2401 discloses application of the trusted channel being investigated, in 
case of data reception, by checking whether the next protocol field of the IP header of the packet 
represents the trusted channel header (page 33 paragraph 4 "Each inbound IP datagram to which 
IPsec processing will be applied is identified by the appearance of the AH or ESP values in the 
IP Next Protocol field"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the use of the next protocol field as taught by RFC 2401 with the teachings of the 
internet security protocol of Fiveash, Meyers and Minear in order to expedite proper packet 
processing. 

2 1 . Claim 4 is cancelled. 

22. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiveash, and 
Meyers in view of RFC 2401, and further in view of RFC 2406, 

23. Regarding claim 5, Fiveash discloses an encryption area of the packet for maintaining 
security of the packet is set to be all areas thereof excluding an IP header area, the authentication 
data area and the initial vector area, (column 1 lines 50-56 "When defining a tunnel, a user can 
choose to encapsulate the entire data packet including IP headers or just the data itself. . . . 
Encapsulation of only the data is ordinarily done when a trusted network is used"). 

24. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiveash 
in view of Meyers and further in view of RFC 2401. 
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25. Regarding claim 7, Fiyeash discloses application of the trusted channel being determined 
by examining whether a destination address of the packet corresponds to one of the host 
addresses to which the trusted channel is applied (column 3 lines 26-27 "Destination_address"). 

Fiveash does not explicitly disclose the user having a MAC security class. Meyers 
teaches a MAC security class (column 6 line 20 "MAC label"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the method of configuring internet protocol security tunnels disclosed in 
Fiveash for use with the MAC information taught by Meyers to automate the creation of a tunnel 
between secure operating systems based on user status. 

26. Regarding claim 8, Fiveash does not disclose the trusted channel header being recorded 
in the next protocol field of an EP header of the packet to inform the user on the data reception 
side of the fact that the trusted channel is applied to the packet. 

RFC 2401 teaches the trusted channel header being recorded in the next protocol field of 
an IP header of the packet to inform the user on the data reception side of the fact that the trusted 
channel is applied to the packet (page 33 paragraph 4 "Each inbound IP datagram to which IPsec 
processing will be applied is identified by the appearance of the AH or ESP values in the IP Next 
Protocol field"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the use of the next protocol field as taught by RFC 2401 with the internet security 
protocol of Fiveash and Meyers in order to assist the receiving user in identifying that a 
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particular packet has had the security policy applied so that proper processing can occur 
expeditiously. 

27. Claim 9 is cancelled. 

Conclusion 

28. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Please direct any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner to Bea Koempel-Thomas whose telephone number is 571-270-1252. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday & alternate Fridays; 0730 - 1700. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, please contact the 
examiner's supervisor, Gilberto Barron, at 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Bea Koempel-Thomas, Esq. 

Patent Examiner s\ 
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